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DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

1 . Claim 1 5 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 14. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 11, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Martino et al. (Pub No 2003/0126130). Hereinafter referenced as Martino. 

Regarding claim 1, Martino discloses a content reception system (100) that 
receives content of different types, paragraph [0018] also exhibited on fig 1, which reads 
on "an interface coupled to receive downloaded digital information". Moreover, Martino 
discloses a memory (107) that is employed to store received information, paragraph 
[0020] also exhibited on fig 1 , which reads on "storage device coupled to the interface to 
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store the digital information". Martino discloses a controller (101) that receives at least 
information regarding content available from one or more external sources, paragraph 
[001 1] and [0017] also exhibited on fig 1 / which reads on "a controller couple to the 
storage device". Last but not least, Martino discloses a sorting mechanism utilizing 
content type, shown in paragraph [0009], and a system that sorts different content types 
such as videos, songs, books, etc; paragraph [0030], which reads on "sort and distribute 
digital information based on the type". 

Regarding claim 2, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses a content reception system (100) where the 
controller (101) receives information from an external source such as an internet 
content server, paragraph [0017], which reads on "digital information is downloaded 
from a server". 

Regarding claim 3, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses recordable type medium such as hard disk 
drives, paragraph [0038], which reads on "storage device is a hard disk drive". 

Regarding claim 4, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses a controller (101) in the exemplary embodiment 
that includes a memory (107), which is preferably nonvolatile, paragraph [0020], and 
machine usable mediums that include ROMs, EEPROMs, hard disk drives, CD-ROMs, 
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DVDs, etc, paragraph [0038], which reads on "storage device is a semiconductor 
memory". 

Regarding claim 5, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses different content types of data such as video, 
songs, books, etc, paragraph [0030], which reads on "digital information comprises 
media content including music, videos, and data". 

Regarding claim 11, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses that the controller [101] of the invention may be 
implemented within a digital video recorder or a digital audio player, paragraph [0017], 
which reads on "secondary devices include one or more of an mp3 player, a video 
recorder and a handheld". 

Regarding claim 41, Martino discloses the method for routing digital information 
of claim 1 . Thus claim 41 is an inherent variation of claim 1 and it is interpreted and 
rejected for the same reasons as stated above. 

Regarding claim 42, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 41), in addition, Martino discloses the method for routing digital information of 
claim 2. Thus claim 42 is an inherent variation of claim 2 and is interpreted and rejected 
for the same reasons as stated above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6, 7, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Martino in view of Yamauchi et al. (Pub No US 2004/0250061 ). Hereinafter 
referenced as Yamauchi. 

Regarding claim 6, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses a sort controller (105) couple to controller (101) 
that receives any type of data and it is employed as a sorting mechanism, paragraph 
[0022], which reads on "the controller". However, Martino fails to disclose a routing table 
to route the digital information. However, the examiner maintains that it was well known 
in the art to provide a routing table to route the digital information, as taught by 
Yamauchi. 

In a similar field of endeavor Yamauchi discloses Transmission/Reception 
System. In addition, Yamauchi discloses that the routing processing unit (58) has an 
internal routing table (81) that transfers the obtained data to its corresponding 
destination, paragraph [0272] also exhibited on fig 15, which reads on "a routing table to 
route the digital information". 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing a routing table 
to route the digital information, as taught by Yamauchi, for the purpose of implementing 
a fast and organized way of routing information to different places. 

» 

Regarding claim 7 Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 6), in addition, Martino discloses a sorting mechanism utilizing content type, 
paragraph [0009], which reads on "file type". However, Martino fails to disclose that the 
routing table further comprises a file type column and a device column. However, the 
examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to provide a routing table to route 
the digital information, as taught by Yamauchi. 

In a similar field of endeavor Yamauchi discloses Transmission/Reception 
System. In addition, Yamauchi discloses that the information included in authentication 
data is registered divided into a device column (692), paragraph [0328] also exhibited 
on fig 16; moreover, Yamauchi discloses a type column, paragraph [0193] also 
exhibited on fig 7G, which reads on "the routing table further comprises a file type 
column and a device column". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing a routing table 
to route the digital information, as taught by Yamauchi, for the purpose of allowing the 
computer to redirect data to the secondary devices in an orderly manner. 
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Regarding claim 8, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 6), in addition, Martino discloses that meta-data regarding to the content type is 
used for sorting, paragraph [0022], which reads on "meta data information within the 
digital information". However, Martino fails to disclose a routing table. However, the 
examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to provide routing table, as taught 
by Yamauchi. 

In a similar field of endeavor Yamauchi discloses a Transmission/Reception 
System. In addition, Yamauchi discloses a routing processing unit (58) has an internal 
routing table (81 ) that transfers the obtained data to its corresponding destination, 
paragraph [0272] also exhibited on fig 15, which reads on "routing table". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing element, as 
taught by Yamauchi, for the purpose of generating a more accurate distribution of the 
different types of files. 

Regarding claim 9, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 6), in addition, Martino discloses user preferences associated with each item or 
attribute and an item type, which reads on "user defined". However, Martino fails to 
disclose routing tables. However, the examiner maintains that it was well known in the 
art to provide routing tables, as taught by Yamauchi. 

In a similar field of endeavor Yamauchi discloses a Transmission/Reception 
System. In addition, Yamauchi discloses a routing processing unit (58) has an internal 
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routing table (81) that transfers the obtained data to its corresponding destination, 
paragraph [0272] also exhibited on fig 15, which reads on "routing tables". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing routing tables, 
as taught by Yamauchi, for the purpose of providing even more flexibility for the user to 
customize the grouping preferences. 

6. Claims 10, 43 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable Martino in view of Calhoon et al. (Pub No US 2004/0175098). Hereinafter 
referenced as Calhoon. 

Regarding claim 10, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 1), in addition, Martino discloses a controller (101) that receives information, 
paragraph [0017], which reads on "controller". However, Martino fails to disclose the 
auto detection of one or more secondary devices. However, the examiner maintains 
that it was well known in the art to provide the auto detection of one or more secondary 
devices, as taught by Calhoon. 

In a similar field of endeavor Calhoon discloses Systems and Methods for 
receiving, storing and rendering digital video, music and pictures on a personal media 
player. In addition, Calhoon discloses plug and play devices that automatically detect 
and coordinate interaction with each other, paragraph [0038], which reads on "the auto 
detection of one or more secondary devices". 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing the auto 
detection of one or more secondary devices, as taught by Calhoon, for the purpose of 
simplification of the device in which no extra software needs to be installed in order for 
the computer to recognize the secondary device. 

Regarding claim 43, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 41); in addition, Martino and Calhoon disclose everything claimed where claim 43 
is the method for the apparatus claimed in claim 10. Therefore, claim 43 stands rejected 
for the same reasons as stated above (see claim 10) since it is inherent.to the 
apparatus claimed in claim 10, respectively. 

Regarding claim 44, Martino discloses everything claimed as applied above (See 
claim 41 ); in addition, Martino discloses a memory (107) that is employed to store 
received information, paragraph [0020] also exhibited on fig 1, which reads on "storing 
the digital information". However, Martino fails to disclose that the storing is done until 
the corresponding one or more secondary devices are couple to the computing device. 
However, the examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to provide the auto 
detection of one or more secondary devices, as taught by Calhoon. 

In a similar field of endeavor Calhoon discloses Systems and Methods for 
receiving, storing and rendering digital video, music and pictures on a personal media 
player. In addition, Calhoon discloses that a universal plug and play device is 
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automatically recognized by a computer, where interaction is established between each 
other, paragraph [0037]; moreover Calhoon discloses that when the device is plug into 
the network, the device will configure itself to the network, acquiring a TCP/IP address 
(which is a type of data) automatically from the computer, paragraph [0038], which 
reads on "storing is done until the corresponding one or more secondary devices is 
couple to the computing device". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing the auto 
detection of one or more secondary devices, as taught by Calhoon, for the purpose of 
automating the process without having the user manually transfer data to the device. 

7. Claims 12 - 14 and 16 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martino in view of Calhoon, and further in view of Yamauchi. 

Regarding claim 12, Martino discloses a content reception system (100) that 
receives content of different types, paragraph [0018] also exhibited on fig 1 , which reads 
on "an interface coupled to receive downloaded digital information". Moreover, Martino 
discloses a memory (107) that is employed to store received information, paragraph 
[0020] also exhibited on fig 1 , which reads on "storage device coupled to the interface to 
store the digital information". Moreover, Martino discloses a sort controller (105) couple 
to controller (101 ) that receives any type of data and it is employed as a sorting 
mechanism, paragraph [0022], which reads on "a controller couple to the storage 
device". However, Martino fails to disclose the auto detection of one or more secondary 
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devices. However, the examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to provide 
the auto detection of one or more secondary devices, as taught by Calhoon. In a similar 
field of endeavor Calhoon discloses Systems and Methods for receiving, storing and 
rendering digital video, music and pictures on a personal media player. In addition, 
Calhoon discloses plug and play devices that automatically detect and coordinate 
interaction with each other, paragraph [0038], which reads on "the auto detection of one 
or more secondary devices". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino by specifically providing the auto 
detection of one or more secondary devices, as taught by Calhoon, for the purpose of 
simplification of the device in which no extra software needs to be installed in order for 
the computer to recognize the secondary device. 

The combination of Martino and Calhoon still fail to disclose that the controller 
determines which type of digital information is routed to which secondary device and 
that the controller distributes the digital information to one or more secondary devices 
based on the type. However, the examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to 
provide such elements as taught by Yamauchi. In a similar field of endeavor Yamauchi 
discloses a Transmission/Reception System. In addition, Yamauchi discloses that the 
routing processing unit (58) has an internal routing table (81), where the processor 
transfers the obtained data to its corresponding destination based on the routing table, 
where such destination includes secondary devices as taught by Calhoon, paragraph 
[0272] also exhibited on fig 15, which reads on "a controller determines which type of 
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digital information is routed to which secondary device". Moreover, Yamauchi discloses 
a routing processing unit (58) that has an internal routing table (81 ) that transfers the 
obtained data to its corresponding destination, paragraph [0272] also exhibited on fig 
15; moreover Martino discloses that meta-data regarding to the content type is used for 
sorting, paragraph [0022], which reads on "distribute the digital information to the one or 
more secondary devices based on the type". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martino and Calhoon by specifically providing a 
controller that determines which type of digital information is routed to which secondary 
device and such controller distributes the digital information to one or more secondary 
devices based on the type, as taught by Yamauchi, for the purpose of implementing a 
fast, effective and organized way of routing information to different places. 

Regarding claim 13, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 12); in addition, claim 13 is a variation of claim 2. 
Therefore, claim 13 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 2 
and 12) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 13, respectively. 

Regarding claim 14, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 12); in addition, claim 14 is a variation of claim 3. 
Therefore, claim 14 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 3 
and 12) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 14, respectively. 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,929 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2609 

Regarding claim 16, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 12); in addition, claim 16 is a variation of claim 5. 
Therefore, claim 16 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 5 
and 12) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 16, respectively. 

Regarding claim 17, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 12); in addition, claim 17 is a variation of claim 6. 
Therefore, claim 17 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 6 
and 12) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 17, respectively. 

Regarding claim 18, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 17); in addition, claim 18 is a variation of claim 7. 
Therefore, claim 18 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 7 
and 17) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 18, respectively. 

Regarding claim 19, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 17); in addition, claim 19 is a variation of claim 8. 
Therefore, claim 19 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 8 
and 17) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 19, respectively. 

Regarding claim 20, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 17); in addition, claim 20 is a variation of claim 9. 
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Therefore, claim 20 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 9 
and 17) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 20, respectively. 

Regarding claim 21, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 12); in addition, claim 21 is a variation of claim 11. 
Therefore, claim 21 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 
1 1 and 12) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 21 , respectively. 

Regarding claim 22, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed. In addition, claim 22 is a variation of claim 12. Therefore, claim 22 stands 
rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claim 12) since it is inherent to the 
apparatus claimed in claim 22. 

Regarding claim 23, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 23 is a variation of claim 2. 
Therefore, claim 23 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 2 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 23, respectively. 

Regarding claim 24, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 24 is a variation of claim 3. 
Therefore, claim 24 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 3 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 24, respectively. 
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Regarding claim 25, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 25 is a variation of claim 4. 
Therefore, claim 25 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 4 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 25, respectively. 

Regarding claim 26, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 26 is a variation of claim 5. 
Therefore, claim 26 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 5 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 26, respectively. 

Regarding claim 27, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 27 is a variation of claim 7. 
Therefore, claim 27 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 7 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 27, respectively. 

Regarding claim 28, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 28 is a variation of claim 8. 
Therefore, claim 28 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 8 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 28, respectively. 

Regarding claim 29, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 29 is a variation of claim 9. 
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therefore, claim 29 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 9 
and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 29, respectively. 

Regarding claim 30, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 22); in addition, claim 30 is a variation of claim 1 1 . 
Therefore, claim 30 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 
1 1 and 22) since they are inherent to the apparatus claimed in claim 30, respectively. 

Regarding claim 31, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed. In addition, claim 31 is a combination of claims 2, 11 and 12. Therefore, claim 
31 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 2, 11 and 12) 
since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 31 , respectively. 

Regarding claim 32, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 31 ); in addition, claim 32 is a variation of claim 5. 
Therefore, claim 32 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 5 
and 31) since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 32, respectively. 

Regarding claim 33, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 31); in addition, claim 33 is a variation of claim 1. 
Therefore, claim 33 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 1 
and 31) since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 33, respectively. 
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Regarding claim 34, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 33); in addition, claim 34 is a variation of claim 10. 
Therefore, claim 34 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 
10 and 33) since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 34, respectively. 

Regarding claim 35, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 33); in addition, claim 35 is a variation of claim 3. 
Therefore, claim 35 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 3 
and 33) since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 35, respectively. 

Regarding claim 36, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 33); in addition, claim 36 is a variation of claim 4. 
Therefore, claim 36 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 4 
and 33) since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 36, respectively. 

Regarding claim 37, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (See claim 31), in addition, Martino discloses that a controller 
(101) may be implemented within a video receiver (110) such as a personal computer or 
the like, paragraph [0017], which reads on "computing device is a personal computer". 



Regarding claim 38, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (See claim 31 ), in addition, Martino discloses that a controller 
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(101) may be implemented within a video receiver (110) such as a set-top box or the 
like, paragraph [0017], which reads on "computing device is a set-top box". 

Regarding claim 39, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (See claim 31 ), in addition, Calhoon discloses a modem (420) 
which in turn is connected to a server (410) via a distributed network medium, 
paragraph [0036] also exhibited in fig 4A, which reads on "a modem device for coupling 
to the server". 

Regarding claim 40, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 31 ); in addition, claim 40 is a variation of claim 11. 
Therefore, claim 40 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 
1 1 and 31 ) since they are inherent to the device claimed in claim 40, respectively. 

Regarding claim 45, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed. In addition, claim 45 is a variation of claim 12. Therefore, claim 45 stands 
rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claim 12) since they are inherent to 
the method claimed in claim 45. 

Regarding claim 46, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 45); in addition, claim 46 is a variation of claim 2. 
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Therefore, claim 46 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 2 
and 45) since they are inherent to the method claimed in claim 46, respectively. 

Regarding claim 47, Martino, Yamauchi and Calhoon disclose everything 
claimed as above (see claim 45); in addition, claim 47 is a variation of claim 44. 
Therefore, claim 47 stands rejected for the same reasons as stated above (see claims 
44 and 45) since they are inherent to the method claimed in claim 47, respectively. 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Cazier (Pub No US 2003/0163467) - A system that uses sorting criteria to 
reorganize data. 

• Ireton (Pub No US 2003/0105743) - A system that includes a store of files, which 
is sorted based on used preferences. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Junior O. Mendoza whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3573. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8am - 5pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jefferey Harold can be reached on 571-272-7519. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Junior O Mendoza 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2609 



JM ^ 
August 21, -2007 




